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IMPROVED TIME-DECAY FOR A CLASS OF SCALING CRITICAL
ELECTROMAGNETIC SCHRO¨DINGER FLOWS
LUCA FANELLI, GABRIELE GRILLO, AND HYNEK KOVARˇI´K
Abstract. We consider a Schro¨dinger hamiltonian H(A, a) with scaling critical
and time independent external electromagnetic potential, and assume that the an-
gular operator L associated to H is positive definite. We prove the following: if
‖e−itH(A,a)‖L1→L∞ . t−n/2, then ‖|x|−g(n)e−itH(A,a)|x|−g(n)‖L1→L∞ . t−n/2−g(n),
g(n) being a positive number, explicitly depending on the ground level of L and the
space dimension n. We prove similar results also for the heat semi-group generated
by H(A, a).
1. Introduction
This note is concerned with the dispersive properties of electromagnetic Schro¨dinger
groups of the form e−itH , where
H(A, a) =
(
−i∇+ |x|−1 A
( x
|x|
))2
+ |x|−2 a
( x
|x|
)
(1.1)
acts on a suitable form domain in L2(Rn) with n ≥ 2. Here A ∈ W 1,∞(Sn−1,Rn)
and a ∈ W 1,∞(Sn−1,R), where Sn−1 denotes the n−dimensional unit sphere. We also
assume that A satisfies the transversal gauge condition
A(θ) · θ = 0 ∀ θ ∈ Sn−1. (1.2)
Once it is well defined, the flow e−itH defines the unique solution ψ(t, x) := e−itHf(x)
to the Schro¨dinger equation
∂tψ(t, x) = −iH(A, a)ψ, ψ(0, x) = f(x) ∈ L2(Rn). (1.3)
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The wavefunction ψ(t, x) : R1+n → C standardly describes the interaction of a
free (non-relativistic) particle with an external time-independent electromagnetic field
(V,B)
V (x) := ∇
(
|x|−2a
(
x
|x|
))
, B(x) = D
(
|x|−1A
(
x
|x|
))
−D
(
|x|−1A
(
x
|x|
))t
.
Notice that the potentials in (1.1) are such that equation (1.3) enjoys the same scaling
invariance as the free Schro¨dinger equation, namely if ψ solves (1.3), then
ψλ(t, x) := ψ
(
t
λ
,
x
λ2
)
.
solves the same equation, with scaled datum fλ(x) = f(x/λ
2). For those reasons, we
refer to (1.1) as to a scaling critical electromagnetic hamiltonian. An important role
in the description of H(A, a) is played by the angular hamiltonian
L = (−i∇Sn−1 + A)2 + a in L2(Sn−1), (1.4)
where ∇Sn−1 denotes the spherical gradient on Sn−1. In the free case A ≡ a ≡ 0, we
have H(A, a) = −∆ and L coincides with the Laplace-Beltrami operator L = ∆Sn−1 on
L2(Sn−1). Since L is the inverse of a compact operator, its spectrum is purely discrete
and consists of a sequence of eigenvalues µ1(A, a) ≤ µ2(A, a) ≤ . . . accumulating at
infinity. We denote by ψk the corresponding sequence of normalized L
2-eigenfunctions:
Lψk = µk(A, a)ψk, ‖ψk‖L2(Sn−1) = 1. (1.5)
By the usual Hardy and diamagnetic inequalities, it is standard to show that the
condition
µ1(A, a) >
(n− 2)2
4
(1.6)
implies that the quadratic form associated to H is positive definite, and this allows to
work with the Friedrichs extension of H and define the flow e−itH by Spectral Theorem.
In the recent years, a big effort has been spent in order to understand dispersive
properties of scaling critical Schro¨dinger flows of the form e−itH , with H like in (1.1).
The very first results, concerning with Strichartz estimates, have been obtained in the
magnetic free case in [4, 5]. The main idea was to prove some Morawetz-type estimates,
based on uniform resolvent estimates, and then obtaining Strichartz estimates by
a TT ?-argument. This argument does not seem to work in presence of a scaling
critical magnetic potential, and several results have been later obtained for sub-critical
potentials, using the same kind of tricks (see e.g. [3, 6, 7, 9, 10, 13, 26, 27] and the
references therein). Very recently, in [11], a quite explicit representation formula for
e−itH has been provided, involving a convolution kernel written in terms of eigenvalues
and eigenfunctions of L, for any critical hamiltonian as in (1.1). By suitably estimating
this kernel, it has been possible to prove that the time-decay estimate∥∥e−itH(A,a)∥∥
L1(Rn)→L∞(Rn) ≤ C t−
n
2 (1.7)
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holds, for any t > 0, and some constant C > 0, in some specific situations. The state
of the art is the following: estimate (1.7) holds
• in dimension n = 3 for the positive inverse-square electric potential (A ≡ 0,
0 ≤ a = constant in (1.1) (see [11])
• in dimension n = 2 for any reasonable A, a (see [12]).
At the same time of [11], in [14], an analogous formula has been independently obtained
for e−itH in the specific case of the Aharonov-Bohm potential, i.e. n = 2, a ≡ 0,
and A = α(−x2/|x|, x1/|x|), α ∈ R in (1.1). One of the main results in [14] is the
following: in suitable weighted topologies, one can observe a polynomial improvement
in the decay rate t−n(2; more precisely, the following estimate holds
‖|x|−g(α) e−itH(A,a) |x|−g(α)‖L1(Rn)→L∞(Rn) ≤ C t−n2−g(α), (1.8)
where g(α) = dist(α,Z) =
√
µ1(A), being µ1 the first eigenvalue of the angular
operator L as above. The results of [14] where then extended to a wide class of
regular magnetic fields with finite flux in [20].
The main ingredient in the proof of (1.8), apart from the representation formula, is
estimate (1.7), which for the Aharonov-Bohm potential has been proven in [11]. The
aim of this paper is to prove that the polynomial improvement in (1.8) is a generic fact,
depending on the dimension and the ground level µ1(A, a), occurring as a consequence
of the dispersive estimate (1.7) holds.
We are now ready to state the main result of this paper.
Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 2, H(A, a) as in (1.1), where A ∈ W 1,∞(Sn−1,Rn), a ∈
W 1,∞(Sn−1,R) and A satisfies (1.2). Let L be as in (1.4), denote by µ1(A, a) its
smallest eigenvalue, and assume that µ1(A, a) ≥ 0. In addition, denote by
g(n) =
√(
n− 2
2
)2
+ µ1(A, a) − n− 2
2
. (1.9)
If, for all t > 0 and some C0, the following estimate holds
‖e−itH(A,a)‖L1(Rn)→L∞(Rn) ≤ C0 t−n2 , (1.10)
then there exists a constant C such that∥∥|x|−g(n) e−itH(A,a) |x|−g(n)∥∥
L1(Rn)→L∞(Rn) ≤ C t−
n
2
−g(n) (1.11)
holds, for all t > 0.
Remark 1.2. Notice that, by interpolation between inequalities (1.10) and (1.11), it
follows that ∥∥|x|−θg(n) e−itH(A,a) |x|−θg(n)∥∥
L1(Rn)→L∞(Rn) ≤ Cθ t−
n
2
−θg(n) (1.12)
holds for all θ ∈ [0, 1], all t > 0 and some Cθ.
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Remark 1.3. It well known that, in presence of a magnetic field, one always has
µ1(A, a) ≥ µ1(0, a) (by the diamagnetic inequality). Estimate (1.11) improves the
decay rate of (1.10) as soon as µ1(A, a) > 0, condition which can be standardly
rephrased by a variational characterization of µ1. This means that the more elliptic the
angular hamiltonian is, the better the decay is expected to be, in suitable topologies.
The validity of (1.11) relies in fact on the validity of (1.10), which is still not known
in a generic setting, and will be subject of further investigation in the future. Notice
that estimate (1.11) generalizes (1.8). For Schro¨dinger evolutions, as far as we know,
those are the first results in this direction.
On the other hand, this kind of phenomenon is qualitatively well known for the heat
equation. For radial magnetic fields this was observed in [19] in the L1 → L∞ setting.
Later on, in [21] it was shown that similar effects occur, in a setting of weighted L2
spaces, for more general class of magnetic fields. We will briefly discuss the properties
of the semi-group generated by H(A, a) in Section 3.
In view of Theorem 1.1 and the results in [11, 12] about estimates (1.10), we have the
following corollaries.
Corollary 1.4 (Inverse square). Let n = 3 and let a ≥ 0. Consider the Schro¨dinger
Hamiltonian
H = −∆ + a|x|2 . (1.13)
There exists a constant C > 0 such that the following estimate∥∥ |x|−γn e−itH |x|−γn ∥∥
L1(Rn)→L∞(Rn) ≤ C t−
n
2
−γn (1.14)
with
γn =
√
(n− 2)2
4
+ a − n− 2
2
holds for all t > 0.
Remark 1.5. A one-dimensional analog of Corollary 1.4, without magnetic field of
course, was recently established in [18].
The proof of Corollary 1.4 is a straightforward application of Theorem 1.1 and Theo-
rem 1.11 in [11]. Analogously, applying Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.1 in [12], in the
2d-case we obtain the following result, which holds in a quite general setting.
Corollary 1.6 (2D-general case). Let n = 2, H(A, a) as in (1.1), where A ∈ W 1,∞(S1,R2),
a ∈ W 1,∞(S1,R) and A satisfies (1.2). Let L be as in (1.4), denote by µ1(A, a) its
smallest eigenvalue, and assume that µ1(A, a) ≥ 0. There exists a constant C > 0
such that the following estimate∥∥|x|−√µ1(A,a) e−itH(A,a) |x|−√µ1(A,a) ∥∥
L1(Rn)→L∞(Rn) ≤ C t−
3
2
−
√
µ1(A,a) (1.15)
holds, for all t > 0.
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2. Proof of Theorem 1.1
The main tool for the proof of Theorem 1.1 is the following representation formula(
e−itH(A,a) u0
)
(x) = − i e
i|x|2
4t
(2t)n/2
∫
Rn
K
( x√
2t
,
y√
2t
)
e
i|y|2
4t u0(y) dy, (2.1)
for any u0 ∈ C∞0 (Rn), proved in [12]. Here we are denoting by
K(x, y) = (|x| |y|) 2−n2
∑
k∈Z
i−βk Jβk(|x||y|) ψk
( x
|x|
)
ψk
( y
|y|
)
, (2.2)
where ψk are the eigenfunctions of L, and
αk =
n− 1
2
−
√(
n− 2
2
)2
+ µk(A, a) , βk =
√(
n− 2
2
)2
+ µk(A, a) (2.3)
µk being the eigenvalues of L. By [1, Eq. 9.6.3] it follows that i
−νJν(z) = Iν(z/i) for
any z ∈ C, where Iν is the Bessel function of the second kind. Therefore we can write
K(x, y) = (|x| |y|) 2−n2
∑
k∈Z
Iβk(−i|x||y|) ψk
( x
|x|
)
ψk
( y
|y|
)
. (2.4)
It is crucial to our purpose to obtain suitable asymptotic information about µk and
ψk. First notice that, expanding the square in (1.4), one easily gets that the following
inequalities hold in the sense of quadratic forms on H1(Sn−1)
− 1
2
∆Sn−1 − ‖A‖2∞ − ‖a‖∞ ≤ L(A, a) ≤ −
3
2
∆Sn−1 + 3‖A‖2∞ + ‖a‖∞. (2.5)
Since the eigenvalues of −∆Sn−1 grow as k
2
n−1 , a straightforward consequence of the
mini-max principle is that
µk(A, a) ∼ k 2n−1 |k| → ∞. (2.6)
We also need the following auxiliary Lemma, concerning with the eigenfunctions ψ′ks.
Lemma 2.1. For every n ≥ 2 there exists bn ≥ 0 such that for all k ∈ Z it holds
‖ψk‖L∞(Sn−1) . µk(A, a)bn . (2.7)
Proof. In dimension n = 2 the result holds with b2 = 0 (see [12, Lem. 2.1]). Hence we
may assume that n ≥ 3. Let us first prove the statement for n ≥ 4. In this case by
[15, Thm. 2.6] for every 2 ≤ q ≤ 2n−2
n−3 there exists Cq such that
‖f‖2Lq(Sn−1) ≤ Cq
(
‖∇f‖2L2(Sn−1) + ‖f‖2L2(Sn−1)
)
∀ f ∈ W 1,2(Sn−1), (2.8)
The diamagnetic inequality;
|∇|f || ≤ |(−i∇Sn−1 + A)f | a. e., (2.9)
see e. g. [23, Theorem 7.21], then implies that
‖f‖2Lq(Sn−1) ≤ Cq
(
‖(−i∇Sn−1 + A)f‖2L2(Sn−1) + ‖f‖2L2(Sn−1)
)
. (2.10)
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The last inequality in combination with Ho¨lder inequality then yield
‖f‖2+
4
n−1
L2(Sn−1) ≤ C˜
(
‖(−i∇Sn−1 + A)f‖2L2(Sn−1) + ‖f‖2L2(Sn−1)
)
‖f‖
4
n−1
L1(Sn−1) . (2.11)
On the other hand, from [17] we deduce that∣∣e−t(L(A,a)+‖a‖∞) u∣∣ ≤ ∣∣e−tL(A,0) u∣∣ ≤ et∆Sn−1 |u|
holds for all u ∈ L1(Sn−1)∩L2(Sn−1). Hence the semigroup e−t(L(A,a)+‖a‖∞) is for every
t > 0 a contraction on L1(Sn−1). By adapting the proof of [8, Thm. 2.4.6, Cor. 2.4.7]
we then conclude that
‖e−t(L(A,a)+‖a‖∞) u‖L∞(Sn−1) ≤ cn t−n−14 ‖u‖L2(Sn−1), ∀ u ∈ L2(Sn−1) (2.12)
for some cn and all t ∈ (0, 1]. In fact, the argument given there works under the
only assumptions that the semigroup considered is a contraction on L1 and that a
Nash-type inequality like (2.11) holds true.
If we now choose u = ψk and t = min{1, 1µk }, then (1.5) and (2.6) imply estimate
(2.7) for n ≥ 4 and bn = n−14 .
To prove the claim for n = 3, we note that in this case (2.10) holds for any q ∈ [2,∞).
In fact, this can be seen e.g. as a consequence of the analogue of Trudinger-Moser’s
inequality on compact Riemannian manifolds, see e.g. [2]. Consequently we obtain
the Nash-type inequality in the form
‖f‖4L2(S2) ≤ C ′
(
‖(−i∇S2 + A)f‖2L2(S2) + ‖f‖2L2(S2)
)
‖f‖2L1(S2) . (2.13)
Following the lines of the above arguments we thus obtain (2.7) with b3 =
1
2
. 
We are finally ready to finish the proof of our main result.
Proof of Theorem 1.1. First recall the integral representation
Iν(w) =
wν
2ν Γ(ν + 1
2
) Γ(1
2
)
∫ 1
−1
(1− s2)ν− 12 ews ds, w ∈ C, (2.14)
see [1, Eq. 9.6.18], which yields the upper bound
|Iν(iz)| . |z|
ν
2ν Γ(ν + 1
2
)
∀ z ∈ R, ν ≥ 0. (2.15)
Let us now define
z :=
|x| |y|
2t
, t > 0, (2.16)
and write R2n = Ω1 ∪ Ω2, where
Ω1 =
{
(x, y) ∈ R2n : 1 ≤ z}, Ω2 = {(x, y) ∈ R2n : 0 ≤ z < 1} . (2.17)
By (1.10) and (2.1), it follows that
sup
(x,y)∈R2n
|K(x, y)| <∞. (2.18)
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Hence using (2.17) and the fact that g(n) ≥ 0, by assumption, we find
C1 := sup
(x,y)∈Ω1
( |x| |y|
2t
)−g(n) ∣∣∣∣K( x√2t , y√2t
)∣∣∣∣
= sup
(x,y)∈Ω1
z−g(n)
∣∣∣∣K( x√2t , y√2t
)∣∣∣∣ < ∞. (2.19)
On the other hand, by combining Lemma 2.1 and equation (1.9) with (2.4) and (2.15)
we obtain
C2 := sup
(x,y)∈Ω2
( |x| |y|
2t
)−g(n) ∣∣∣∣K( x√2t , y√2t
)∣∣∣∣
. sup
0≤z<1
∑
k∈Z
z(βk−g(n)−
n−2
2
) µk(A, a)
bn
2βk Γ(βk +
1
2
)
< ∞, (2.20)
where the convergence of the series is guaranteed by (2.6). This together with (2.19)
implies that
sup
(x,y)∈R2n
|x|−g(n)
∣∣∣∣K( x√2t , y√2t
)∣∣∣∣ |y|−g(n) ≤ (2t)−g(n) max {C1, C2}, (2.21)
which in view of equation (2.1) proves estimate (1.11). 
3. The heat semi-group
For the heat semi-group generated by H(A, a) we have a result analogous to Theorem
1.1. It is important to notice that the analogue of (1.10) for the heat semigroup is not
an assumption in this setting, but holds true in general.
Theorem 3.1. Let n ≥ 2 and let H(A, a) be given by (1.1), with A ∈ W 1,∞(Sn−1,Rn)
and 0 ≤ a ∈ W 1,∞(Sn−1,R). Suppose that A satisfies (1.2). Then there exists a
constant C such that∥∥|x|−g(n) e−tH(A,a) |x|−g(n)∥∥
L1(Rn)→L∞(Rn) ≤ C t−
n
2
−g(n) (3.1)
holds for all t > 0.
Proof. Let u0 ∈ C∞0 (Rn). A straightforward modification of equation (2.1) gives(
e−tH(A,a) u0
)
(x) =
1
(2t)n/2
∫
Rn
G
( x√
2t
,
y√
2t
)
u0(y) dy, (3.2)
where
G(x, y) = (|x| |y|) 2−n2 e− |x|
2+|y|2
2
∑
k∈Z
Iβk(|x||y|) ψk
( x
|x|
)
ψk
( y
|y|
)
. (3.3)
By domination of Schro¨dinger semi-groups, see e.g. [16] and diamagnetic inequality
for singular magnetic operators, see [24],, it follows that∥∥e−tH(A,a)∥∥
L1(Rn)→L∞(Rn) ≤
∥∥e−tH(A,0)∥∥
L1(Rn)→L∞(Rn) ≤
∥∥et∆∥∥
L1(Rn)→L∞(Rn) = (2t)
−n
2 .
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Hence
sup
(x,y)∈R2n
|G(x, y)| <∞. (3.4)
We now follow the line of arguments of the proof of Theorem 1.1 and with the same
notion we obtain
C3 := sup
(x,y)∈Ω1
( |x| |y|
2t
)−g(n) ∣∣∣∣G( x√2t , y√2t
)∣∣∣∣
= sup
(x,y)∈Ω1
z−g(n)
∣∣∣∣G( x√2t , y√2t
)∣∣∣∣ < ∞, (3.5)
in view of (3.4). On the other hand, by (2.14)
e−
|x|2+|y|2
2 Iβk(|x||y|) ≤ e−|x||y| Iβk(|x||y|) ≤
(|x| |y|)βk
2βk Γ(βk +
1
2
)
Similarly as in the proof of Theorem 1.1 we thus conclude that
C4 := sup
(x,y)∈Ω2
( |x| |y|
2t
)−g(n) ∣∣∣∣G( x√2t , y√2t
)∣∣∣∣
≤ sup
0≤z<1
∑
k∈Z
z(βk−g(n)−
n−2
2
) µk(A, a)
bn
2βk Γ(βk +
1
2
)
< ∞. (3.6)
This in combination with (3.5) implies that
sup
(x,y)∈R2n
|x|−g(n)
∣∣∣∣G( x√2t , y√2t
)∣∣∣∣ |y|−g(n) ≤ (2t)−g(n) max {C3, C4},
which proves the claim. 
Remark 3.2. For certain values of n,A and a the result of Theorem 3.1 is not new.
For example, the case n = 2 and a = 0 was treated in [19, Sect. 6]. On the other hand,
when A = 0 and a is constant, then upper bound (3.1) is equivalent to [25, Thm. 2].
References
[1] Abramowitz, M. and Stegun, I. A., Handbook of mathematical functions with formulas,
graphs, and mathematical tables. National Bureau of Standards Applied Mathematics Series 55.
For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington,
D.C. 1964.
[2] Aubin, T., Sur la fonction exponentielle, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Ser. A 270 (1970), 1514-1516.
[3] Beceanu, M. and Goldberg, M., Decay estimates for the Scho¨dinger equation with critical
potentials, Comm. Math. Phys. 314 (2012), 471-481.
[4] Burq, N., Planchon, F., Stalker, J., and Tahvildar-Zadeh, S., Strichartz estimates
for the wave and Schro¨dinger equations with the inverse-square potential, J. Funct. Anal. 203
(2003) no. 2, 519–549.
IMPROVED DECAY FOR SCHRO¨DINGER FLOWS 9
[5] Burq, N., Planchon, F., Stalker, J., and Tahvildar-Zadeh, S. Strichartz estimates for
the wave and Schro¨dinger equations with potentials of critical decay, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 53
(2004) no. 6, 1665–1680.
[6] D’Ancona, P. and Fanelli, L., Strichartz and smoothing estimates for dispersive equations
with magnetic potentials, Comm. Part. Diff. Eqns. 33 (2008), 1082–1112.
[7] D’Ancona, P., Fanelli, L., Vega, L., and Visciglia, N., Endpoint Strichartz estimates
for the magnetic Schro¨dinger equation, J. Funct. Anal. 258 (2010), 3227–3240.
[8] Davies, E.B., Heat Kernels and Spectral Theory, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 1989.
[9] Erdogan, M.B., Goldberg, M., and Schlag, W., Strichartz and Smoothing Estimates for
Schro¨dinger Operators with Almost Critical Magnetic Potentials in Three and Higher Dimen-
sions, Forum Math. 21 (2009), 687–722.
[10] Erdogan, M.B., Goldberg, M., and Schlag, W., Strichartz and smoothing estimates for
Schro¨dinger operators with large magnetic potentials in R3, J. European Math. Soc. 10 (2008),
507–531.
[11] Fanelli, L., Felli, V., Fontelos, M., and Primo, A., Time decay of scaling critical
electromagnetic Schro¨dinger flows. Comm. Math. Phys. 324 (2013) 1033–1067.
[12] Fanelli, L., Felli, V., Fontelos, M., and Primo, A., Time decay of scaling invariant
electromagnetic Schro¨dinger equations on the plane, to appear in Comm. Math. Phys.
[13] Georgiev, V., Stefanov, A., and Tarulli, M. Smoothing - Strichartz estimates for the
Schro¨dinger equation with small magnetic potential, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. A 17 (2007),
771–786.
[14] Grillo, G., and Kovarˇ´ık, H., Weighted dispersive estimates for two-dimensional Schro¨dinger
operators with Aharonov-Bohm magnetic field, J. Differential Equations 256 (2014), 3889-3911.
[15] Hebey, E., Nonlinear Analysis on Manifolds: Sobolev Spaces and Inequalities. New York Uni-
versity, Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, New York; American Mathematical Society,
Providence, RI, 1999.
[16] Hundertmark, D. and Simon, B. A diamagnetic inequality for semigroup differences. J. Reine
Angew. Math. 571 (2004) 107–130.
[17] Kato, T., Remarks on Schro¨dinger operators with vector potentials, Integral Equations Operator
Theory 1 (1978), 103–113.
[18] Kovarˇ´ık, H. and Truc, F. Schro¨dinger operators on a half-line with inverse square potentials.
Math. Mod. Nat. Phen.: Spectral Problems 9 Issue 5 (2014) 170 –176.
[19] Kovarˇ´ık, H. Heat kernels of two-dimensional magnetic Schro¨dinger and Pauli operators.
Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations. 44 (2012) 351-374.
[20] Kovarˇ´ık, H. Resolvent expansion and time decay of the wave functions for two- dimensional
magnetic Schro¨dinger operators. Comm. Math. Phys., to appear. arXiv: 1402.4379.
[21] Krejcˇirˇ´ık, D. The improved decay rate for the heat semigroup with local magnetic field in the
plane. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations. 47 (2013) 207-226.
[22] Laptev, A. and Weidl, T., Hardy inequalities for magnetic Dirichlet forms, Mathematical re-
sults in quantum mechanics (Prague, 1998), 299–305; Oper. Theory Adv. Appl. 108, Birkha¨user,
Basel, 1999.
[23] Lieb, E.H., and Loss, M., Analysis, 2nd edn. AMS, Providence, 2001.
[24] Melgaard, M., Ouhabaz, E.-M. and Rozenblum, G. Spectral properties of perturbed
multivortex Aharonov-Bohm Hamiltonians. Ann. Henri Poincare´ 5 (2004) 979–1012.
[25] Milman, P.D. and Semenov, Yu.A. Global heat kernel bounds via desingularizing weights.
J. Funct. Anal. 212 (2004) 373–398.
[26] Planchon, F. , Stalker, J., and Tahvildar-Zadeh, S., Dispersive estimates for the wave
equation with the inverse-square potential, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 9 (2003), 1387–1400.
10 LUCA FANELLI, GABRIELE GRILLO, AND HYNEK KOVARˇI´K
[27] Rodnianski, I. and Schlag, W., Time decay for solutions of Schro¨dinger equations with
rough and time-dependent potentials, Invent. Math. 155 (2004) no. 3, 451–513.
Luca Fanelli: Dipartimento di Matematica ”Guido Castelnuovo”, SAPIENZA Universita`
di Roma, P.le A. Moro 5, 00185 Roma, Italy
E-mail address: fanelli@mat.uniroma1.it
Gabriele Grillo: Dipartimento di Matematica, Politecnico di Milano, Piazza Leonardo
da Vinci 32, 20133 Milano, Italy
E-mail address: gabriele.grillo@polimi.it
Hynek Kovarˇ´ık DICATAM, Sezione di Matematica, Universita‘ degli studi di Bres-
cia, Via Branze, 38, 25123 Brescia, Italy
E-mail address: hynek.kovarik@ing.unibs.it
